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Intro

Today we will 7"va learn 70 97 of mn2 nooN
The topics we will learn about include.

Various situations of a woman who does not have
children, and her claims for her Kesubah

A Machlokes whether a woman is obligated in 179 msn»
(=l

Other valid claims of a woman for wanting children
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So let's review

The Gemara continues with the Halachos regarding a
woman who does not bear children:

The Braisa says

073275 PR PWRID NO”)
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If a woman was married twice, and did not have children,
RWIN R WHVH
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She may only get married a third time to a man who
already has children. This is because the first two
marriages created a 1 that she cannot have children.
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If she married a third time to a man who does not have
children, He must divorce her, and she is not entitled to a
Kesubah, because it's assumed to be her problem.

However, the first two husbands did pay her nain>,
because the 111 was not yet established.

Therefore, the Gemara presents a question:
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In a case where she married a third husband and did not
have children with him either;

PRIP P37 MYamST

Can her previous husbands claim the Kesubos which they
paid her?
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Can they claim that it's been shown that she had a problem
all along, and she has to return the Kesubah?

12 MR M0 RPDT IR
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Or, she can claim that the problem only occurred now,
during the third marriage, and she does not have to return
the Kesubah?

The Gemara answers

MO IR IPRH RIANON

1D WNT R RDWA

It's logical that she can claim that the problem only
occurred now, and she does not have to return the
Kesubah to the first two husbands.

Now, we must remember that she did not get her Kesubah
from the third husband, because, based on the 71, it was
assumed to be her problem.
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The problem only occurred now
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Therefore, the Gemara presents another question;

32717 P Y7270 DRWI N RVIR

In a case where she married a fourth husband and they had
children,

WHWY PYINT I

Can she now claim her Kesubah from the third husband,
claiming that it's been shown that she’s capable of having
children?

The Gemara answers;
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We tell her she is better off remaining silent, since the
third husband can claim, I would not have divorced you,
had I known that you can have children. As Rashi
explains;

27915 501 VX RIDY

This would nullify the v) as a myva vy, and render her
children o wmmn.

Rav Papa asks

PRI M PR APNY PR OR?

PNNN I 501 V) R3PI?

Even if she does not make this claim, how can we be
silent?

The v3 is indeed null and void, and her children are owmn?
Therefore, as Rashi explains, it must be that he has no such
claim, because, knowing that her problem was indefinite,
he certainly divorced her without reservation.

RIN7I2T R ROVA IPIOR NOR

However, she cannot claim her Kesubah from the third
husband, based on her having children in the fourth
marriage, because perhaps her problem did exist during
the third marriage, and was healed during the fourth
marriage.
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She cannot claim her Kesubah
from the third husband,
based on her having children
in the fourth marriage
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The Gemara continues with several Halachos:

In a case of a couple who did not have children and are
getting divorced, and they’re arguing about the 77211.
PN IR NI

PP TR R

He claims that she has a privately-known physical
problem, while she claims that he has a privately-known
physical problem.

PIORI NP AW 0727 'HR 737 IR

Rebbe Ami says that she is believed in these private
matters, because,

PRI AN R ROA

Yo A op RO RN

She can sense the problem, while he cannot sense the
problem - And he must pay the Kesubah.

However, the Gemara continues to ask;

RWOI PITINI RNI’R 20PN PR IR IR

What if he claims that he will marry another woman and
prove that it is not his problem?

MR 1TIOR

JN20 1 RPN R

He still must pay her Kesubah,

ADIRINY
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Because, one may not marry a second wife without his
first wife's consent - and if he wants to marry another
wife, he must divorce his first wife and pay for her
Kesubah.

IR R1T

MWR 5V DWI 7150 DR KW

mPYYRd Y ORI R

Rava disagrees and says that one may marry numerous
wives without the other’s consent, as long as he can
provide for all their needs.
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The Mishanh on 70 q7 taught;

1257 ORI
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If she had a miscarriage, the wait time begins anew from
that time.

Therefore, as Rashi explains, the Gemara asks a Shaila in
a case where the 7 "2 is compelling them to divorce after
ten years of marriage and no children;

WY 12 NYOR IR NI
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He claims that she miscarried at some point, and
therefore, they do not need to divorce yet - and she claims
that she never miscarried, and they must divorce now?

MR 'R
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She is believed, because if she truly miscarried, she would
never claim to be barren.
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. A similar Shailah;
20 MM A9 AWM 1200
If she had three miscarriages
9915 NPy, she has a Chazaka of miscarrying, and he
must divorce her.

"IN Y9OR IR NI ﬂ I?’ Dﬂ

noN TR R

DN/
What ifh he claims that she only had two miscarriages, )/ }/)//) n l)’ Dn1 nﬁ .(rn
while she claims that she already had three miscarriages? P, \&/
N2DM NITM

NIV R IINDNIRWITHD ’2 70 XTI
There was an incident where it was ruled that she is
believed.

N5OR YT RIPR DRT DM £/ W £/
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Because if she truly did not miscarry a third time, she i I b i I ’ 1 i | n b’ DN
would not want to create a Chazaka of miscarrying.
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A man is obligated in the Mitzvah of having children, but
a woman is not obligated.
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They are both equally obligated, because the Posuk is o5 AR ‘7:&

expressed in a plural form, to both mm oIx. .

Y= 19 MENT 8D
As to the source of the Tana Kama, the Gemara cites the
following Posuk;
IV PIRT DR IR
By having children, they will conquer the land. N
V1291997 WR =iao;
w1225 11977 TWR PR
Since it is only the manner of a man to conquer, but not )
the manner of a woman, therefore, the obligation of mxn g/”ﬂ‘”? ot

127199 is upon a man, and not upon a woman é/,a)/)).‘)?? 3)@!.’ /'X.’/
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Rav Yosef derived the source from the Pasuk where RINN IR QO 2

Hashem said to 128 2py; o N
' 727 779 "W SR IR "‘"“W BN ”iN
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In singular from, not in plural form =l n-,g
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Not /a[wmﬁ
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The Gemara continues

AR

Rp) 1w N [hipik=h]

1172 12 130 279 1950 PR TN

1172 12 130 299 1957 PR R T

One Paskens like Rebbe Y ochanan Ben Broka that a
woman is 7727 77192 2170 - and one Paskens like the Tana
Kama that a woman is 772271 77791 090 -

15D 7 RD

What is the final ruling?

712102 171 RIXP IR PIAY 2237 70PN XTI

We can derive it from an incident of a couple who did not
have children, in which it was definitely his problem.
However, Rabbi Yochanan ruled that she can demand a
divorce, and receive a Kesubah.

RTPOD RY 770 DRI

RNT2Y 'RM 72100

If she is 729 79910 M09, why does she receive a Kesubah?
Since she had no claim for a divorce, she’s not entitled to a
Kesubah. Therefore, it must be that Reb Y ochanan holds
that a woman is 7727 7792 271,

The Gemara answers;

IO NP IR RHST

This is not a proof, because although she is 779m 05
27, she has another legitimate claim;

As we see in a similar incident

NIPoM RS 51 1Y MR

Where a woman was told that she has no claim, because
she’s not 211,

79 IR

15712700

RNDR 77 79 170 °RD

She answered that she needs children who will care for
her in her old age.

PO ORTIRM I IR

They ruled in her favor, that he must divorce her and pay
her Kesubah.
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Although she is M2 MdN DD,
she has another legitimate claim

Ay we see...
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‘ There was also another incident in which
75 DR
RNNR 7 R0V R
AMapb m aTh mon
She claimed that she needs children who will support her, n", n.\nx

and tend to her burial.
1392 °RTINRT D IOR xnnx jn x~v: Ns

They ruled in her favor, that he must divorce her and pay ‘7 ‘7

her Kesubah. aAni=rrasni~iianirianielly
T 5P K37 oY 17 She claimed that she needs children

We have B‘H completed the Sixth Perek of m»1 noon, who will support her, and tend to her burial

and will begin the Seventh Perek 5173 1725 nanbx in the
next Daf B'ezras Hashem.
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